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DETAILED ACTION 
Acknowledgements 

1 . This is in response to an amendment filed on 22 January 2007. Claims 1, 13 and 16 have 
been amended. Claims 1-18 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-18 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new grounds of rejection, necessitated by applicant's amendments. 

Claim Interpretation 

3. In determining patentability of an invention over the prior art, the USPTO has considered all 
claimed limitations, and interpreted as broadly as their terms reasonably allow. Additionally, 
all words in the claims have been considered in judging the patentability of the claims against 
the prior art. 

4. It should also be noted that, in the office action that: 

A. Items in the rejection that are in quotation marks are claimed language/limitations 

B. Functional recitation(s) using the word "for" or other functional terms (e.g. "for 
monitoring operation of a self service terminal application exceeded by a self service 
terminal coupled to the computer" as recited in claim 8) have been considered but 
given less patentable weight 1 because they fail to add any steps and are thereby 



1 See e.g. In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983)(stating that 
although all limitations must be considered, not all limitations are entitled to patentable weight). 
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regarded as intended use language. To be especially clear, the Examiner has 
considered all claim limitations. However the A recitation of the intended use of the 
claimed invention must result in additional steps. See Bristol-Myers Squibb Co. v. 
Ben Venue Laboratories, Inc., 246 F.3d 1368, 1375-76, 58 USPQ2d 1508, 1513 (Fed. 
Cir. 2001) (Where the language in a method claim states only a purpose and intended 
result, the expression does not result in a manipulative difference in the steps of the 
claim.). 

C. Any official notices taken by the USPTO that are not adequately traversed by 
applicant will be taken to be admitted prior art. 

D. Word(s) that are separated by "/" are being examined as being synonymous or 
equivalent 

E. The USPTO interprets claim limitations that contain statement(s) such as "if, may, 
might, can, could", as optional language. As matter of linguistic precision, optional 
claim elements do not narrow claim limitations, since they can always be omitted (In 
re Johnston, 11 USPQ2d 1788 (Fed. Circ. 2006)). They will be given less patentable 
weight, because language that suggests or makes optional but does not require steps 
to be performed or does not limit a claim to a particular structure does not limit the 
scope of a claim or claim limitation. 

F. Independent claims are examined together, since they are not patentable distinct. If 
applicant expressly states on the record that two or more independent and distinct 
inventions are claimed in a single application, the Examiner may require the applicant 
to elect an invention to which the claims will be restricted. 
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G. Since the terms "interface" and "log" are not cryptographically defined the USPTO 
will use the definition that is consistent with Computer Dictionary, 3rd Edition, 
Microsoft Press, Redmond, WA, 1997 2 , for claim interpretation purposes. Interface: 
n. 1 . The point at which a connection is made between two elements so that they can 
work with each other. 2. Software that enables a program to work with the user (the 
user interface, which can be a command-line interface, menu-driven, or a graphical 
user interface), with another program such as the operating system, or with the 
computer's hardware. 3. A card, plug, or other device that connects pieces of 
hardware with the computer so that information can be moved from place to place. 
For example, standardized interfaces such as RS-232-C standard and SCSI enable 
communications between computers and printers or disks. See also RS-232-C 
standard, SCSI. 4. A networking or communications standard, such as the ISO/OSI 
model, that defines ways for different systems to connect and communicate. Log: n. 
A record of transactions or activities that take place on a computer system. 
Database: n. A file composed of records, each containing fields together with a set 
of operations for searching, sorting, recombining, and other functions. Therefore 
database will be synonymously with log. Computer: Any machine that does three 

2 Based upon Applicants' disclosure, the art of record, and the knowledge of one of ordinary skill 
in this art as determined by the factors discussed in MPEP §2141 .03 (where practical), the 
Examiner finds that the Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary is an appropriate technical 
dictionary known to be used by one of ordinary skill in this art. See e.g. Altiris Inc. v. Symantec 
Corp., 318 F.3d 1363, 1373, 65 USPQ2d 1865, 1872 (Fed. Cir. 2003) where the Federal Circuit 
used the Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary (3d ed.) as "a technical dictionary" to define the 
term "flag." See also In re Barr, 444 F.2d 588, 170 USPQ 330 (CCPA 1971)(noting that its 
appropriate to use technical dictionaries in order to ascertain the meaning of a term of art) and 
MPEP §2 173.05(a) titled 'New Terminology.' 
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things: accepts structured input, processes it according to prescribed rules, and 
produces the results as output. Input: n. The complementary tasks of gathering data 
for a computer or a program to work with, and of making the results of the computer's 
activities available to the user or to other computer processes. Gathering data is 
usually done with input devices such as the keyboard and the mouse, as well as disk 
files. Card Reader: n. 1 . An input device used chiefly for identification purposes that 
reads information that has been magnetically encoded, usually in two tracks, on a 
plastic card, such as a credit card or an employee badge. 2. A mechanical apparatus 
that reads computer data from punched cards. No longer in widespread use, card 
readers allow computer data to be created offline and then input to the computer for 
processing. This need for offline data creation was because of limited CPU resources. 
Reading batches of punched cards was a better use of CPU time than waiting for a 
human operator to key data directly into the computers memory. Module: n. 1 . In 
programming, a collection of routines and data structures that performs a particular 
task or implements a particular abstract data type. Modules usually consist of two 
parts: an interface, which lists the constants, data types, variables, and routines that 
can be accessed by other modules or routines, and an implementation, which is 
private (accessible only to the module) and which contains the source code that 
actually implements the routines in the module. See also abstract data type, 
information hiding, Modula-2, modular programming. 2. In hardware, a self- 
contained component that can provide a complete function to a system and can be 
interchanged with other modules that provide similar functions. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. . . . 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



6. Claims 1-4, 6, 10-13 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Erickson et al. (U.S 20040199781). 

7. As per claims 1-4, 6, 10-13 and 18, Erickson et al. disclose that relates to data processing and 
in particular to privacy assurance and data de-identification methods, with application to the 

8. statistical and bioinformatic arts. The invention comprises of the following: 

A. interface (par. 44, 50) that allows user to input data (par. 52, 54) ("is for inputting 



and maintaining data ") into a database (par. 1 1, 40, 45)- the interface can also 



contain forms (fig. 3, par. 52) ("a data interface, usable to set up a communication 



link to system participants when required in order to transfer data from a local 
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health log to contracting parties system participants at least intermittently, 
wherein a said local health log is included on a user's computer with pre- 
structured electronic forms for inputting the person health data by system 
participants") - This limitation is being interpreted as an interface that allows users 
to input data. The aspects of "in order to transfer data from a local health log to 
contracting parties system participants at least intermittently, wherein a said local 
health log is included on a user's computer with pre-structured electronic forms for 
inputting the person health data by system participants" does not further limit the 
structure of the actual interface. 

B. The prior art includes a process of de-identifying or making anonymous the input 
data (par. 12,21, 22, 36-37 ). The de-identification process includes filter and 
providing only relevant data (par. 12, 34), only selected results are outputted (par. 36) 
("a converter for producing anonymous encrypted data permitting no inference 
of an identity of the user and for communicating said anonymous encrypted data 
addressed filing of at least a portion of said anonymous encrypted data on a 
network, said converter beingactuated using selection schemes; including 
filters, said filters are valid for particular questions associated with said local 
health log and for marking data in the local health log used for targeted partial 
forwarding to system participants. 11 ) 

C. The prior art teaches the aspect of inputting data into system (par. 1 1) such as a 
computer (par. 55). Examiner takes official notice that input data into a system using 
a keyboard or card reader is old and well known in the art ( M at least one of a 
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keyboard and at least one interfaces to at least one of a card and label readers 
and a remote controller ") 

D. Database with tables (par. 15, 32, 33, 23) - The updating is done by linking the data 
source with other databases (par. 49, 50, 53) ("local health log includes tables with 
chronological updating, free text fields and link elements. ") 

E. Dataset in an encrypted format (par. 13,32)- encryption is after or downstream the 
de-identification - web pages among devices connected to the Internet (par. 55) 
("least one anonymous encrypted health log is downstream of the converter, and 
is positioned at a storage location on the Internet via an Internet interface, and 
in which names and communication data for doctors are suppressed as standard 
and discriminating at least one of illnesses and treatments are suppressed at the 
responsibility of the user. ") 

F. The certifies that the data is in compliance (checking for errors/inconsistencies) with 
the determined security requirements (par. 48) ("elements of a consistency check 
for the purpose of checking the data for obvious errors and inconsistencies") 

G. Allowing for the selling of data (par. 33) - Inherently the system would the 
appropriate software/hardware combination to perform the task of selling data ("a 
contractual module for transactions on a consumer-oriented health market") 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



10. Claims 5, 8-9, 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Erickson. 
et al. (U.S 20040199781), in view of Nagle et al. (U.S 7181017). 

1 1 . As per claims 5, 8-9, 14-17, Erickson et al.'s invention has been previously disclosed. 

12. Although Erickson et al. teach the aspect of linking to other databases, it did not explicitly 
describe an invention in which the system that includes links to data such as chart, and 
emails. However, Williams Nagel et al. teaches the aspect of medical data being "numeric 
data, text, scanned text images, scanned graphic images, sound (e.g., phonocardiography and 
dictation), high resolution images (radiology) and video (ultrasonic imaging and fluoroscopy) 
(col. 3, lines 3 1-34). Nagel, via incorporation by reference, teaches the aspects: 

i. storing medical histories using a smartcard to store data (col. 33, lines 20- 
22) 

ii. Data identifiers and pseudonyms (col. 62, lines 46) 

iii. Emergency and confidential categories of medical information are 
identified, and the participant is prompted to provide personal information in each 
of the categories and a different personal identification number (E-PIN, C-PIN) 
for each category (col. 42, lines 2-6) 

13. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to construct a system that hat includes links to data such as chart, and 
emails. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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applicant's invention to do because it would provide compatibility for a greater set of data. 
The pseudonyms would also prevent unauthorized identification of 

14. information-thus providing compliance to privacy legislation- while at the 

15. same time allowing query terminals to retrieve (part of) the stored data or 

16. learn properties of the stored data (col. 62, lines 46-48). 



17. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Any new ground(s) of rejection is due to the 
applicant's amendment. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

18. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end, 
of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing . 
date of this final action. 

19. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Evens Augustin whose telephone number is 571-272-6860. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8 to 5 pm. 



Conclusion 



Application/Control Number: 10/681,266 
Art Unit: 3621 



Page 1 1 
20070413 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on 571-272-6779. 



Evens J. Augustin 
April 15, 2007 
Art Unit 3621 

ANDREW J. FISCHER 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 



